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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. ' 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 February 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-7 and 9-17 is/are pending in the application. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR LI 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2/02/06 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7 and 9-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barnes et al. 
(US Patent number 5,970,475) in view of Cukor (US Patent Number 5,168,444). 

Barnes teaches an electronic procurement system and method for trading partners. 

Barnes teaches a purchaser (individual employee) submits a requisition for goods or 
services to a procurement system (enterprise accounting and catalog system), (see for example 
figure 5 and column 8, lines 36-67). 

Barnes further teaches said procurement system (enterprise accounting and catalog 
system) preparing and submitting a purchase order to supplier system (vendor) (see for example 
Figure 5, column 8, lines 49-52 and column 13, lines 5-10). 
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Barnes further teaches said supplier system (vendor) submits to the procurement system 
(enterprise accounting and catalog system) an invoice (see for example Figure 5 and column 8, 
lines 50-53). 

Barnes further teaches a confirmation request to the purchaser (individual employee 
creating the original order) (see for example column 8, lines 55-56). Examiner further notes that 
the confirmation by the user can be either negative confirmation or positive confirmation (see for 
example column 23, lines 28-43). 



Examiner notes that the combination of Barnes fails to teach receiving paper copies of 
invoices, scanning the paper copies and storing the invoice image in an image store. 

Cukor, as stated in previous Office Actions teaches a system and method of processing 
document images. In particular, when a paper document is received it is scanned by a remote 
station and saved to an image file server. A microcomputer serves as a controller for the scanner 
and provides a data file by which transaction-related information is associated with the captured 
images (column 6; lines 33-36). 

Cukor further teaches, in a situation where a company already has a fully operational and 
satisfactory computer-based system for invoicing, which includes data files containing 
transaction related information, associating a separate image file server to these files (column 8; 
lines 5-30). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Barnes by including the invoice scanning and file 
server of Cukor and associating it with the electronic invoice information of Barnes in order to 
allow a vendor with out Internet or computer access to submit invoice to the company and have 
the company process them electronically. 

Examiner notes that the combination of Barnes, in view of Cukor et al. does not teach 
providng an image data of an invoice with the same look as the paper version. 

The common knowledge or well-known in the art statement made by the Examiner in the 
Office Action mailed 1/14/04 is taken to be admitted prior art because applicant either failed to 
traverse the examiner's assertion of Official Notice or the traverse was inadequate 
(MPEP2 144.03(C)). Examiner further supports this position by the teaching of Kolling et al 
noted in the Office Action mailed 1/12/05. It is therefore admitted as Prior Art for software 
developers to develop electronic forms that look and feel just like their paper counterparts in 
order provide the end user with a system they are already familiar with. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Barnes in view of Cukor et al. so that the invoice 
image presented to the authorizing user looked and felt just like a paper version in order to 
provide the authorizing users with a system they are already familiar with. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 2/02/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's asserts that amending "as one of to "selectively" that the claims now recite 
the capability to perform both electronic invoicing and paper invoice (also negative and positive 
confirmation). Examiner respectfully disagrees. The term "selectively" is interpreted in the 
alternative and therefore does not change the scope of the claim. 

If Applicant wishes the claims to include both paper and electronic invoice Examiner 
suggests including separate steps for each, for example: 

• Receiving from first vendor an invoice of goods or services as an electronic 
invoice for processing by said enterprise accounting and catalog system 

• Receiving from second vendor an invoice for goods and services as a paper 
invoice for processing to said enterprise accounting and catalog system by 
accounts payable personnel other than said individual employee. 

Examiner notes that in order to include both positive and negative confirmation 
capabilities similar amendments would be required. 

Examiner further notes that even with these amendments, Examiner believes the prior art 
of record teaches such capabilities as explained in the rejection above. 

Applicant asserts that it is the original user that confirms the vendor invoice. Examiner 
believes this issue is resolved by Barnes. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James A. Kramer whose telephone number is (571) 272 6783. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8AM - 5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272 6771 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 17-9 1917 (toll-free). 
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